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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    Attorney publicly 

reprimanded. 

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

appeal s a r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  At t or ney Ri ck D.  

St ei nber g be publ i c l y r epr i manded f or  ei ght  count s of  mi sconduct  

st emmi ng f r om a number  of  t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons.   The r ef er ee 

al so r ecommends t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g be subj ect  t o quar t er l y 

r epor t i ng on hi s t r ust  account  f or  t wo year s,  at t end at  l east  

s i x hour s of  cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on ( CLE)  per t ai ni ng t o 

t r ust  account  pr act i ces,  pr ovi de 100 hour s of  pr o bono l egal  
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wor k and pay t he cost s of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   The sol e 

i ssue on appeal  i s  t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.  

¶2 Thi s cour t  appr oves t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and 

concl usi ons of  l aw and adopt s t hem.   We concl ude t hat  a publ i c  

r epr i mand i s t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  t oget her  wi t h 

t he i mposi t i on of  cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  t he 

r equi r ement  of  s i x hour s of  CLE t r ai ni ng per t ai ni ng t o t r ust  

account  pr act i ces and t he t wo year  t r ust  account  r epor t i ng 

r equi r ement .   We do not  i mpose t he r ecommended 100 hour s of  pr o 

bono l egal  wor k.    

¶3 At t or ney St ei nber g has had a gener al  sol o pr act i ce i n 

Br ookf i el d s i nce 2003.   He has not  been subj ect  t o pr i or  

di sci pl i ne.  

¶4 The OLR f i l ed a di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  

At t or ney St ei nber g on Apr i l  5,  2006,  asser t i ng ni ne count s of  

mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons.   Fol l owi ng a 

hear i ng,  t he r ef er ee i ssued hi s r epor t  Oct ober  16,  2006,  

concl udi ng t hat  t he OLR pr oved mi sconduct  of  al l  but  Count  7.   

¶5 Count s 1—5 i nvol ve c l i ent  A. G. ,  who hi r ed At t or ney 

St ei nber g t o r epr esent  hi m i n a per sonal  i nj ur y c l ai m.   On 

Mar ch 22,  2002,  A. G.  s i gned a cont r act  wi t h At t or ney St ei nber g,  

agr eei ng t o an at t or ney f ee r ef l ect i ng one- t hi r d of  t he gr oss 

set t l ement  of  t he c l ai m,  wi t h A. G.  r ecei v i ng t he net  bal ance 

af t er  di sbur sement s f or  medi cal  bi l l s  and ot her  cost s.   The case 

set t l ed f or  $20, 000 and At t or ney St ei nber g r ecei ved hi s $6600 

f ee.   He di sbur sed t he bal ance t o hi s c l i ent ,  l ess $2024. 25 

pot ent i al l y  owed t o a subr ogat ed par t y.    
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¶6 Subsequent l y,  t he pot ent i al  subr ogat i on l i en c l ai m f or  

$2024. 25 was not  pur sued.   I n Oct ober  2003,  r at her  t han 

di sbur si ng t hi s ent i r e amount  t o hi s c l i ent ,  At t or ney St ei nber g 

di sbur sed $1389. 75 t o hi s c l i ent  v i a a t r ust  account  check.   

At t or ney St ei nber g di sbur sed $684. 50 t o hi msel f  v i a a t r ust  

account  check and deposi t ed t hi s  sum i nt o hi s busi ness account .   

I ssui ng t he t r ust  account  check t o hi msel f  and deposi t i ng i t  

i nt o hi s busi ness account  gave r i se t o Count  1,  char gi ng 

At t or ney St ei nber g wi t h f ai l i ng t o hol d f unds i n t r ust  and 

commi ngl i ng t r ust  f unds wi t h hi s own,  cont r ar y  t o f or mer  SCR 

20: 1. 15( a) ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2004) . 1   

¶7 Count s 2—4 i nvol ve ear l i er  t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons 

wi t h A. G. ' s set t l ement  f unds.   Dur i ng Mar ch 2003,  when At t or ney 

St ei nber g' s t r ust  account  hel d A. G. ' s $2024. 25 i n set t l ement  

f unds,  At t or ney St ei nber g i ssued t o hi msel f  an unnumber ed check 

i n t he sum of  $1000.   Hi s busi ness account  showed a deposi t  of  

$1061. 42 t he same day.   By Apr i l  17,  2003,  hi s busi ness account  

                                                 
1 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a)  appl i es t o mi sconduct  commi t t ed 

pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2004.   I t  pr ovi ded i n per t i nent  par t :   

 ( a)  A l awyer  shal l  hol d i n t r ust ,  separ at e f r om 
t he l awyer ' s own pr oper t y,  t hat  pr oper t y of  c l i ent s 
and t hi r d per sons t hat  i s i n t he l awyer ' s possessi on 
i n connect i on wi t h a r epr esent at i on or  when act i ng i n 
a f i duci ar y capaci t y.   Funds hel d i n connect i on wi t h a 
r epr esent at i on or  i n a f i duci ar y capaci t y i ncl ude 
f unds hel d as t r ust ee,  agent ,  guar di an,  per sonal  
r epr esent at i ve of  an est at e,  or  ot her wi se.   Al l  f unds 
of  c l i ent s and t hi r d per sons pai d t o a l awyer  or  l aw 
f i r m shal l  be deposi t ed i n one or  mor e i dent i f i abl e 
t r ust  account s .  .  .  .  
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had a negat i ve bal ance of  $75. 18.   Count  2 al l eges t hat  by 

i ssui ng a t r ust  account  check of  $1000 t o hi msel f ,  At t or ney 

St ei nber g conver t ed such f unds t o hi s own pur poses,  t hus 

engagi ng i n di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t ,  or  mi sr epr esent at i on,  

cont r ar y t o SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 2  Count  4 al l eges t hat  by di sbur si ng 

t o hi msel f  t he $1000 i n t r ust  account  f unds and deposi t i ng t hem 

i nt o hi s busi ness account ,  At t or ney St ei nber g f ai l ed t o hol d 

f unds i n t r ust  and commi ngl ed t r ust  f unds cont r ar y t o f or mer  SCR 

20: 1. 15( a) ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2004) .    

¶8 The OLR compl ai nt  al so al l eges t hat  on Jul y 7,  2003,  

At t or ney St ei nber g i ssued a t r ust  account  check,  number ed 905,  

whi ch i ncl uded at  l east  $1000 of  A. G. ' s t r ust  account  f unds,  and 

deposi t ed i t  i nt o hi s busi ness account .   At t or ney St ei nber g' s 

Jul y 2003 busi ness account  st at ement  r eveal ed t hat  hi s busi ness 

account  had been over dr awn si nce t he end of  June 2003 and had 

been i ncur r i ng over dr af t  f ees.   Bef or e t he Jul y 7 deposi t ,  t he 

busi ness account  had a negat i ve bal ance of  $553. 59.   Af t er  t he 

deposi t  and ot her  t r ansact i ons,  t he account  had a posi t i ve 

bal ance unt i l  t he next  day,  when t he account  was compl et el y 

depl et ed and over dr awn by $462. 79.   These al l egat i ons f or m t he 

basi s f or  Count s 3 and 5,  al l egi ng vi ol at i ons of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c) ,  

i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t ,  or  mi sr epr esent at i on)  and 

f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a) ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2004)  f or  

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  
decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on. "  
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f ai l i ng t o hol d f unds i n t r ust  and commi ngl i ng t r ust  account  

f unds wi t h hi s own.    

¶9 Count  6 i nvol ves $4070 i n set t l ement  f unds r ecei ved by 

At t or ney St ei nber g' s c l i ent ,  D. M- F.   The OLR compl ai nt  al l eges 

At t or ney St ei nber g deposi t ed t hi s set t l ement  amount  i n hi s t r ust  

account  on or  about  Oct ober  1,  2003.   The set t l ement  check was 

r et ur ned on Oct ober  6,  2003,  due t o an i mpr oper  endor sement  

r esul t i ng i n a $731. 15 t r ust  account  over dr af t .    Al so on 

Oct ober  6,  At t or ney St ei nber g di sbur sed a $2000 t r ust  account  

check,  number ed 920,  t o hi s l aw of f i ce account ,  i ncr easi ng t he 

t r ust  account  over dr af t .   On Oct ober  9,  2003,  D. M- F. ' s  

set t l ement  check,  pr oper l y endor sed,  was r e- deposi t ed i nt o t he 

t r ust  account ,  r est or i ng t he bal ance t o a posi t i ve $1333. 85.    

¶10 The OLR compl ai nt  al l eges t hat  $2000 of  D. M- F. ' s 

set t l ement  f unds wer e not  hel d i n t r ust  t o t he ext ent  t hey cur ed 

an over dr af t ,  $2000 of  whi ch was caused by At t or ney St ei nber g' s 

deposi t  of  check number ed 920 i nt o hi s busi ness account .   Count  

6 al l eges t hat  by t hi s act i on,  At t or ney St ei nber g f ai l ed t o hol d 

f unds i n t r ust  and commi ngl ed cl i ent  f unds wi t h hi s own i n hi s  

busi ness account ,  cont r ar y t o f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a) ( ef f ect i ve 

t hr ough June 30,  2004) .  

¶11 Count  7 al l eges t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g made 

mi sr epr esent at i ons t o t he OLR i n r esponse t o i t s i nqui r y as t o 

why he deposi t ed $2000 f r om hi s t r ust  account  i nt o hi s busi ness 

account  on Jul y 7,  2003,  when hi s busi ness account  had been 

over dr awn f or  t wo weeks and i ncur r i ng over dr af t  f ees.   At t or ney 

St ei nber g i ndi cat ed t hat  he had been conf used and t hi s had been 
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t he f i r st  t i me he had deal t  wi t h f unds uncl ai med by a subr ogat ed 

car r i er .   The OLR al l eged,  however ,  t hat  because At t or ney 

St ei nber g needed money on Jul y 7,  2003,  hi s expl anat i on t o t he 

OLR was f al se,  v i ol at i ng SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) 3 and SCR 22. 03( 6) . 4 

¶12 Count  8 al l eges t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g v i ol at ed 

f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( e) ( i i i ) ,  ( i v)  and ( v) ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 

30,  2004) 5 by f ai l i ng t o mai nt ai n an appr opr i at e subsi di ar y  

l edger ,  a mont hl y schedul e of  t he subsi di ar y  l edger  and a 

                                                 
3 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  st at es t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme 
cour t  or der  or  supr eme cour t  dec i s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s. "  

4 SCR 22. 03( 6)  pr ovi des t hat  " I n t he cour se of  t he 
i nvest i gat i on,  t he r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de 
r el evant  i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y ,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a di scl osur e 
ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  t he mat t er s asser t ed 
i n t he gr i evance. "  

5 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( e)  pr ovi des i n r el evant  par t :  

 ( e)  Compl et e r ecor ds of  t r ust  account  f unds and 
ot her  t r ust  pr oper t y shal l  be kept  by t he l awyer  and 
shal l  be pr eser ved f or  a per i od of  at  l east  s i x year s 
af t er  t er mi nat i on of  t he r epr esent at i on.   Compl et e 
r ecor ds shal l  i ncl ude:  .  .  .  ( i i i )  a subsi di ar y l edger  
cont ai ni ng a separ at e page f or  each per son or  company 
f or  whom f unds have been r ecei ved i n t r ust ,  showi ng 
t he dat e and amount  of  each r ecei pt ,  t he dat e and 
amount  of  each di sbur sement ,  and any unexpended 
bal ance,  ( i v)  a mont hl y schedul e of  t he subsi di ar y 
l edger ,  i ndi cat i ng t he bal ance of  each cl i ent ' s 
account  at  t he end of  each mont h,  ( v)  a det er mi nat i on 
of  t he cash bal ance ( checkbook bal ance)  at  t he end of  
each mont h,  t aken f r om t he cash r ecei pt s and cash 
di sbur sement  j our nal s and a r econci l i at i on of  t he cash 
bal ance ( checkbook bal ance)  wi t h t he bal ance i ndi cat ed 
i n t he bank st at ement .  
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checkbook wi t h a r unni ng bal ance,  t hus f ai l i ng t o keep compl et e 

r ecor ds of  t r ust  account  f unds.   Count  9 al l eges t hat  At t or ney 

St ei nber g f i l ed cer t i f i cat es wi t h t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n 

f al sel y i ndi cat i ng t hat  he was compl yi ng wi t h each of  t he 

r ecor d- keepi ng r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 20: 1. 15( e) ,  

cont r ar y t o f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( g) ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  

2004) . 6  Based on t hese ni ne count s,  t he OLR sought  a s i x- mont h 

l i cense suspensi on.  

¶13 Fol l owi ng a hear i ng,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  t he f act s 

suppor t ed Count s 1—6 and 8—9.   The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  t he 

OLR f ai l ed t o pr ove t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g made a 

mi sr epr esent at i on t o t he OLR as al l eged i n Count  7 and di smi ssed 

t hi s count .   

¶14 The r ef er ee made a number  of  f i ndi ngs wi t h r espect  t o 

t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.   The r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney 

St ei nber g' s mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  A. G. ' s set t l ement  f unds 

r esul t ed i n no l oss t o t he c l i ent ,  and t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g 

                                                 
6 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( g)  pr ovi ded i n r el evant  par t :   

Saf ekeepi ng pr oper t y.  

 ( g)  A member  of  t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n shal l  
f i l e wi t h t he St at e Bar  annual l y ,  wi t h payment  of  t he 
member ' s St at e Bar  dues or  upon such ot her  dat e as 
appr oved by t he Supr eme Cour t ,  a cer t i f i cat e st at i ng 
whet her  t he member  i s engaged i n t he pr i vat e pr act i ce 
of  l aw i n Wi sconsi n and,  i f  so,  t he name of  each bank,  
t r ust  company,  cr edi t  uni on or  savi ngs and l oan 
associ at i on i n whi ch t he member  mai nt ai ns a t r ust  
account ,  saf e deposi t  box,  or  bot h,  as r equi r ed by 
t hi s sect i on.   Each member  shal l  expl i c i t l y  cer t i f y 
t her ei n t hat  he or  she has compl i ed wi t h each of  t he 
r ecor d- keepi ng r equi r ement s .  .  .  .  
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had r epai d hi s c l i ent  t he one- t hi r d f ee he er r oneousl y pai d t o 

hi msel f  f r om t he $2024. 25.   The r ef er ee st at ed:  

Thi s appear s t o be a case i n whi ch t he per sonal  
obser vat i on of  St ei nber g at  t he hear i ng i s 
s i gni f i cant .   St ei nber g di d appear  conf used.   When t he 
of f enses occur r ed,  he was new t o sol o pr act i ce and had 
not  had any per sonal  i nvol vement  wi t h an at t or ney 
t r ust  account .   He was a l at e i n l i f e l aw st udent  ( age 
about  34)  af t er  havi ng post  col l ege j obs f i r st  i n 
Mi l waukee wi t h Nor t hwest er n Mut ual  and t hen i n New 
Or l eans as a manager  of  a Wendy' s f ast  f ood 
r est aur ant ,  t hen as a k i t chen manager  at  a Hyat t  Hot el  
and t hen at  a st or e t hat  r ent ed f or  pur chase per sonal  
pr oper t y.   He at t ended l aw school  [ ]  at  Thomas Cool ey 
Law School  i n Lansi ng,  Mi chi gan.   He had gr aduat ed 
f r om col l ege about  11 or  12 year s ear l i er  at  UW 
LaCr osse.   St ei nber g t hen wor ked at  hi s f at her ' s l aw 
of f i ce f or  about  seven year s.   He t hen st ar t ed hi s own 
l ow cost  sol e pr act i ce i n about  2003.   Hi s f i nanci al  
r ecor ds l ef t  much t o be desi r ed but  he di d not  appear  
t o have an evi l  mot i ve i n hi s handl i ng of  f unds.   He 
kept  hi s c l i ent ,  [ A. G. ] ,  i nf or med of  what  was 
happeni ng i n t er ms of  t r y i ng t o pay a medi cal  
pr ovi der .   Wi t h t he second cl i ent  i nvol ved i n t he 
mat t er ,  [ D. M- F. ] ,  he may have been t oo di l i gent .   He 
gave her  a check f or  her  shar e of  set t l ement  bef or e 
t he i nsur ance company check had cl ear ed t he bank.   
Bot h mat t er s t hen caused hi m pr obl ems.  

He di d c l ear l y t r ansf er  t r ust  f unds t o hi s 
busi ness account ,  over dr ew hi s t r ust  account  and t ake 
an unear ned f ee r e:  [ A. G. ]  ( whi ch was r et ur ned and 
pai d t o t he c l i ent ) .  

¶15 The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  due t o a number  of  

mi t i gat i ng f act or s,  some of  whi ch t he OLR di d not  di sput e,  a 

publ i c r epr i mand was appr opr i at e.   The r ef er ee not ed t he 

f ol l owi ng mi t i gat i ng f act or s:  ( 1)  At t or ney St ei nber g' s expr essed 

r emor se;  ( 2)  t he l ack of  har m t o c l i ent s;  ( 3)  no pr evi ous 

pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne;  ( 4)  whi l e some count s wer e ver y 

ser i ous,  ot her s wer e t echni cal  i n nat ur e and had been cor r ect ed;  
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( 5)  At t or ney St ei nber g' s t i mel y ef f or t s t o r ect i f y t he mat t er s;  

( 6)  l i t t l e l i kel i hood of  r epeat ed mi sconduct ;  and ( 7)  At t or ney 

St ei nber g' s cooper at i on wi t h t he OLR.   The r ef er ee concl uded 

t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand,  quar t er l y t r ust  account  r epor t i ng t o 

t he OLR f or  t wo year s,  s i x hour s of  CLE appr oved t r ust  account  

t r ai ni ng,  100 hour s of  pr o bono l egal  ser vi ce,  t oget her  wi t h 

payi ng t he cost s  of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  was appr opr i at e 

di sci pl i ne.   

¶16 I t  i s  t he r ef er ee' s f unct i on t o assess cr edi bi l i t y  of  

wi t nesses.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ar t hur ,  

2005 WI  40,  ¶53,  279 Wi s.  2d 583,  694 N. W. 2d 910.   Her e,  t her e 

i s no cl ai m t hat  t he r ef er ee' s f act  f i ndi ngs ar e c l ear l y 

er r oneous.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  

2001 WI  130,  ¶29,  248 Wi s.  2d 662,  636 N. W. 2d 718.   Thi s cour t  

adopt s t he r ef er ee' s cr edi bi l i t y  assessment  and f act  f i ndi ngs.   

Thi s cour t  i ndependent l y r evi ews t he r ef er ee' s l egal  

concl usi ons.   I d.   Because t he r ef er ee' s l egal  concl usi ons ar e 

r easonabl e and consi st ent  wi t h exi st i ng l aw,  t hi s cour t  adopt s  

t hem as wel l .   The l evel  of  di sci pl i ne i s t he onl y di sput ed 

i ssue on appeal .  

¶17 The OLR ar gues t hat  t he r ef er ee f ai l ed t o consi der  t he 

ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  whi ch i ncl udes di shonest y and 

conver si on,  al ong wi t h t he t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons.   The OLR 

poi nt s out  t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g' s mul t i pl e of f enses r ef l ect  a 

pat t er n of  mi sconduct .   I t  ar gues t hat  At t or ney St ei nber g' s 

act i ons wer e mot i vat ed by di shonest y and sel f i shness r at her  t han 

conf usi on.   I t  st at es t hat  t he v i ol at i ons ar e ser i ous and t hat  
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At t or ney St ei nber g shoul d be r equi r ed t o pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement .   See SCR 22. 28( 3) . 7 

¶18 The OLR r el i es on a number  of  cases i mposi ng l i cense 

suspensi ons,  i ncl udi ng I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Edgar ,  230 Wi s.  2d 205,  601 N. W. 2d 284 ( 1999) ;  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Tr owbr i dge,  177 Wi s.  2d 485,  

501 N. W. 2d 452 ( 1993) ,  and I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Bor dow,  148 Wi s.  2d 464,  435 N. W. 2d 232 ( 1989) .   The OLR 

ar gues t hat  publ i c r epr i mand cases shoul d be f act ual l y 

di st i ngui shed because t hey i nvol ve smal l  amount s of  money,  poor  

r ecor d- keepi ng,  or  negl ect ,  but  not  conver si on.   The OLR 

cont ends t he gr avi t y of  t he mi sconduct ,  as wel l  as t he need t o 

pr ot ect  t he publ i c i nt er est  and pr eser ve t he i nt egr i t y of  t he 

pr of essi on,  necessi t at e a s i x- mont h l i cense suspensi on.  

¶19 At t or ney St ei nber g r esponds t hat  t he r ef er ee pr oper l y 

consi der ed mi t i gat i ng f act or s.   He not es t hi s was t he f i r st  

occasi on he had t o deal  wi t h uncl ai med t r ust  account  f unds.   He 

poi nt s t o t he consi der abl e evi dence at t est i ng t o hi s good 

char act er  and ci v i c cont r i but i ons.   He ar gues t hat  t he r ecor d 

demonst r at es hi s  conf usi on and suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ng he 

l acked evi l  i nt ent .   Whi l e he agr ees hi s r ecor d- keepi ng was 

r udi ment ar y and not  compl i ant  wi t h t he r ul es,  he cont ends hi s 

er r or s wer e caused by hi s mi sunder st andi ngs.   He concedes hi s 

                                                 
7 SCR 22. 28( 3)  st at es:   Li cense r ei nst at ement .   " The l i cense 

of  an at t or ney t hat  i s r evoked or  suspended f or  mi sconduct  f or  
s i x mont hs or  mor e shal l  be r ei nst at ed pur suant  t o t he pr ocedur e 
set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 29 t o 22. 33 and onl y by or der  of  t he supr eme 
cour t . "  
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admi t t ed conf usi on does not  excuse hi s v i ol at i ons,  and poi nt s 

out  he has t aken l egal  educat i on cour ses t o cor r ect  hi s 

mi sunder st andi ng of  t he t r ust  account  r ul es.   He emphasi zes no 

cl i ent  was har med,  as he had r epai d hi s obl i gat i ons t o hi s 

c l i ent s.   At t or ney St ei nber g cont ends t hat  t he suspensi on cases 

t he OLR r el i es upon ar e mor e egr egi ous t han hi s and a publ i c 

r epr i mand i s consi st ent  wi t h case l aw.   

¶20 Ul t i mat el y,  i t  i s  t hi s cour t ' s  r esponsi bi l i t y ,  r at her  

t han t he r ef er ee' s,  t o det er mi ne t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  

di sci pl i ne.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  

2005 WI  39,  ¶74,  279 Wi s.  2d 550,  694 N. W. 2d 894.   Thi s cour t  

consi der s t he ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  t he need t o pr ot ect  

t he publ i c,  t he cour t s,  and t he l egal  syst em f r om r epet i t i on of  

mi sconduct ,  t he need t o i mpr ess upon t he at t or ney t he 

ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  and t he need t o det er  ot her  

at t or neys f r om engagi ng i n s i mi l ar  mi sconduct .   See Ar t hur ,  2005 

WI  40,  ¶78.  

¶21 The OLR cor r ect l y obser ves t hat  t he mi sconduct  her e i s 

ser i ous and demonst r at es t he need t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c and 

det er  at t or neys f r om si mi l ar  mi sconduct .   See i d.   However ,  we 

di sagr ee wi t h t he OLR t hat  t he mi sconduct ,  t oget her  wi t h t he 

mi t i gat i ng f act or s,  suppor t  a s i x- mont h l i cense suspensi on.   We 

agr ee wi t h At t or ney St ei nber g t hat  cases ci t ed by t he OLR 

i nvol ve mor e egr egi ous f act s.   For  exampl e,  i n cont r ast  t o t he 

Bor dow and Tr owbr i dge cases,  At t or ney St ei nber g has not  been 

pr evi ousl y di sc i pl i ned.   Al so,  t he Edgar  case may be 

di st i ngui shed as i t  i nvol ved t he at t or ney' s mi sr epr esent at i on t o 
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opposi ng counsel  r egar di ng t he wi t hdr awal  and use of  some 

$10, 000 f r om an escr ow account .   See Edgar ,  230 Wi s.  2d at  207.  

¶22 Her e,  as t he OLR not es,  At t or ney St ei nber g admi t t ed 

f or  t he most  par t  t he f act s al l eged i n t he OLR compl ai nt .   He 

was f ound t o have cooper at ed wi t h t he OLR.   Al so,  t he r ef er ee 

assessed wei ght  t o At t or ney St ei nber g' s expl anat i on t hat  hi s 

t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons wer e due t o a l ack of  under st andi ng 

r at her  t han evi l  i nt ent .   I t  i s  wi t hi n t he r ef er ee' s r ol e as 

ar bi t er  of  t he wei ght  and cr edi bi l i t y  t o do so.   Ar t hur ,  2005 WI  

40,  ¶53.    

¶23 We ar e per suaded t hat  t he r ecor d demonst r at es At t or ney 

St ei nber g under st ands t he ser i ousness of  hi s mi sconduct  and i t  

wi l l  l i kel y not  r ecur .   Ot her  mi t i gat i ng f act or s i ncl ude 

At t or ney St ei nber g' s l ack of  pr i or  di sci pl i ne,  hi s demonst r at ed 

r emor se,  and hi s st eps t o r ect i f y hi s handl i ng of  t r ust  account  

f unds and t o ensur e compl i ance wi t h t r ust  account  r ul es.   We 

not e t hat  no cl i ent  has suf f er ed l oss.   I n v i ew of  t hese 

ci r cumst ances,  we ar e sat i sf i ed t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand,  

t oget her  wi t h quar t er l y t r ust  account  r epor t i ng f or  a t wo year  

per i od and a mi ni mum of  s i x hour s of  CLE appr oved t r ust  account  

t r ai ni ng achi eves l awyer  di sci pl i ne obj ect i ves.   We al so i mpose 

f ul l  cost s over  At t or ney St ei nber g' s obj ect i on.   I n v i ew of  

t hese sanct i ons,  we concl ude i t  i s  unnecessar y t o i mpose t he 100 

hour s of  pr o bono l egal  wor k r ecommended by t he r ef er ee.   We do 

not  i mpose t hat  r equi r ement .   
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¶24 At t or ney St ei nber g has f i l ed an obj ect i on t o t he 

i mposi t i on of  cost s. 8  The assessment  of  f ul l  cost s on t he 

di sci pl i ned l awyer  i s consi st ent  wi t h our  pr act i ce under  t he 

r ul es i n exi st ence when t hi s di sci pl i ne act i on was commenced,  

namel y t hat  t he gener al  pol i cy i s t hat  upon a f i ndi ng of  

mi sconduct  i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  cost s ,  i ncl udi ng t he 

expenses of  counsel  f or  t he OLR upon t he di sc i pl i ned l awyer .   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Konnor ,  2005 WI  37,  

¶¶37- 92,  279 Wi s.  2d 284,  694 N. W. 2d 376 ( Abr ahamson,  C. J. ,  

concur r i ng) .    

¶25 Thi s di sci pl i nar y act i on was f i l ed Apr i l  5,  2006.   

Thi s cour t  amended t he r ul es r el at i ng t o t he assessment  of  cost s 

i n l awyer  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs on May 1,  2006.   See S. Ct .  

Or der  05- 01,  2006 WI  34,  287 Wi s.  2d x i i i ,  714 N. W. 2d Ct . R- 21 

( May 1,  2006) .   The new r ul es do not  appl y t o t he pr esent  case;  

t hey appl y " pr ospect i vel y t o di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs,  medi cal  

i ncapaci t y pr oceedi ngs,  or  r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ngs f i l ed on or  

af t er  Jul y 1,  2006. " 9  Accor di ngl y,  i n v i ew of  our  deci s i on t o 

                                                 
8 The OLR f i l ed a st at ement  of  cost s t ot al i ng $11, 763. 47.   

Of  t hat  t ot al ,  $3002. 95 r epr esent s appel l at e cost s.    

9 Ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2006,  SCR 22. 24 pr ovi des:   Assessment  of  
cost s.  

( 1)   The supr eme cour t  may assess agai nst  t he 
r espondent  al l  or  a por t i on of  t he cost s of  a 
di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng i n whi ch mi sconduct  i s f ound,  
a medi cal  i ncapaci t y pr oceedi ng i n whi ch i t  f i nds a 
medi cal  i ncapaci t y,  or  a r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng and 
may ent er  a j udgment  f or  cost s.   The di r ect or  may 
assess al l  or  a por t i on of  t he cost s of  an 
i nvest i gat i on when di sci pl i ne i s i mposed under  SCR 
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22. 09.   Cost s ar e payabl e t o t he of f i ce of  l awyer  
r egul at i on.  

( 1m)   The cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s t hat  upon a 
f i ndi ng of  mi sconduct  i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  
cost s,  i ncl udi ng t he expenses of  counsel  f or  t he 
of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on,  upon t he r espondent .   I n 
cases i nvol v i ng ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances t he cour t  
may,  i n t he exer ci se of  i t s  di scr et i on,  r educe t he 
amount  of  cost s i mposed upon a r espondent .   I n 
exer ci s i ng i t s di scr et i on r egar di ng t he assessment  of  
cost s,  t he cour t  wi l l  consi der  t he submi ssi ons of  t he 
par t i es and al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng f act or s:  

 ( a)  The number  of  count s char ged,  cont est ed,  
and pr oven.  

 ( b)  The nat ur e of  t he mi sconduct .  

 ( c)  The l evel  of  di sci pl i ne sought  by t he 
par t i es and r ecommended by t he r ef er ee.  

 ( d)  The r espondent ' s cooper at i on wi t h t he 
di sci pl i nar y pr ocess.  

 ( e)  Pr i or  di sci pl i ne,  i f  any.  

 ( f )  Ot her  r el evant  c i r cumst ances.  

( 2)   I n seeki ng t he assessment  of  cost s by t he 
supr eme cour t ,  t he di r ect or  shal l  f i l e i n t he cour t  a 
st at ement  of  cost s wi t hi n 20 days af t er  t he f i l i ng of  
t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  or  a SCR 22. 12 or  22. 34( 10)  
st i pul at i on,  t oget her  wi t h a r ecommendat i on t o t he 
cour t  r egar di ng t he cost s t o be assessed agai nst  t he 
r espondent .   I f  an appeal  of  t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  i s  
f i l ed or  t he supr eme cour t  or der s br i ef s t o be f i l ed 
i n r esponse t o t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ,  a suppl ement al  
st at ement  of  cost s and r ecommendat i on r egar di ng t he 
assessment  of  cost s shal l  be f i l ed wi t hi n 14 days 
af t er  t he appeal  i s  assi gned f or  submi ssi on t o t he 
cour t  or  t he br i ef s or der ed by t he cour t  ar e f i l ed.   
The r ecommendat i on shoul d expl ai n why t he par t i cul ar  
amount  of  cost s i s bei ng sought .   Obj ect i on t o a 
st at ement  of  cost s [ whi ch may i ncl ude r el evant  
suppor t i ng document at i on]  shal l  be f i l ed by mot i on 
wi t hi n 21 days af t er  ser vi ce of  t he st at ement  of  
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el i mi nat e t he r ecommended r equi r ement  of  100 hour s pr o bono 

ser vi ce and i n t he absence of  a showi ng of  ext r aor di nar y 

c i r cumst ances,  we adher e t o our  pr act i ce of  assessi ng f ul l  cost s 

on t he di sci pl i ned l awyer  i n t he pr esent  case.  

¶26 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Ri ck D.  St ei nber g i s publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶27 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  f or  a per i od of  t wo year s 

Ri ck D.  St ei nber g must  f i l e quar t er l y t r ust  account  r epor t s wi t h 

t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on as a condi t i on of  hi s pr act i ce 

of  l aw.  

¶28 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Ri ck D.  St ei nber g at t end a 

mi ni mum of  s i x  hour s of  t r ust  account  cont i nui ng l egal  

educat i on.    

¶29 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  At t or ney Ri ck D.  St ei nber g pay t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s 

ar e not  pai d i n t he t i me speci f i ed,  and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s 

                                                                                                                                                             
cost s.   A r espondent  who obj ect s t o a st at ement  of  
cost s must  expl ai n,  wi t h speci f i c i t y,  t he r easons f or  
t he obj ect i on and must  st at e what  he or  she consi der s 
t o be a r easonabl e amount  of  cost s.   The of f i ce of  
l awyer  r egul at i on may r epl y wi t hi n 11 days of  
r ecei v i ng t he obj ect i on.  

( 3)   Upon t he assessment  of  cost s by t he supr eme 
cour t ,  t he c l er k of  t he supr eme cour t  shal l  i ssue a 
j udgment  f or  cost s and f ur ni sh a t r anscr i pt  of  t he 
j udgment  t o t he di r ect or .   The t r anscr i pt  of  t he 
j udgment  may be f i l ed and docket ed i n t he of f i ce of  
t he c l er k of  cour t  i n any count y and shal l  have t he 
same f or ce and ef f ect  as j udgment s docket ed pur suant  
t o Wi s.  St at .  §§ 809. 25 and 806. 16 ( 1997- 98) .   
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cour t  of  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  t he 

l i cense of  Ri ck D.  St ei nber g shal l  be suspended unt i l  f ur t her  

or der  of  t hi s cour t .    

¶30 LOUI S B.  BUTLER,  JR. ,  J. ,  di d not  par t i c i pat e.  
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